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REMARKS 

Claims 1-12 are pending in this application. The Examiner objected to the 
specification and Claims 1,5, and 9 for some informalities, rejected Claims 1-12 under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph as being indefinite, and indicated that Claims 1-12 would be 
allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 
Applicant has amended the specification and Claims 1-3, 5-7 and 9-11 to correct 
typographical and translation errors and to clarify the invention. Accordingly, Claims 1-12 
should now be in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner indicated that not all of the variables in the equations of the 
specification are defined, and cited j and co 0 as examples. Applicant submits that it is 
commonly known in the optical sampling field that co 0 indicates a central frequency and j is 
the square root of -1 and j 2 — 1. 

Comments on the Examiner's Statement of Reasons 
for the Indication of Allowable Subject Matter 

The Office Action included a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter. The Examiner indicated that the prior art of record, taken alone or in 
combination, fails to disclose or render obvious the system and method of obtaining a 
frequency modulation component of repeatedly entered high speed signal lights into an 
optical sampling system by carrying out calculation processing with respect to four current 
values, a pair of which is subject to a delay. The independent claims recite that third and 
fourth currents are obtained from the outputs of the second optical hybrid to which a delayed 
split part of the signal lights or the optical pulses is fed. However, the third and fourth 
currents themselves are not subjected to a delay. To the extent that the Examiner's reasons 
for the indication of allowable subject matter suggest or state that certain limitations or 
combinations not found in the prior art are present in each and every claim whether or not 
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specific language to that effect is found in every claim, it is noted that "the record as a 
whole" must be considered as a supplement to the statement of reasons for allowance, and to 
the extent that the record is clear and complete, it shall control the interpretation of any and 
all claims. 



CONCLUSION 

The foregoing is submitted as a complete response to the Office Action identified 
above. This application should now be in condition for allowance, and the Applicants solicit 
a notice to that effect. If there are any issues that can be addressed via telephone, the 
Examiner is asked to contact the undersigned at 404.685.6799. 

No fee is believed to be due. If a fee is due, the Commissioner is authorized to charge 
such fee and any additional fees that may be due or credit any overpayment to Deposit 
Account No. 11-0855. 

Respectfully submitted, 




By: Brenda O. Holmes 
Reg. No. 40,339 

KILPATRICK STOCKTON LLP 
1 100 Peachtree Street, Suite 2800 
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-4530 
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